IN | THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

IN RE: ) .
) MDL No. 1290 (TFH)
LCRAZEPAM and CLORAZEPATE ) :
ANTITRUST LITIGATION )
This Document Relates to: )
; ) |
THE STATE OF CONNECTICUT, et al., ) Civ. No. 1:98 CV 03115 (TFH)
_ ) : '
Plaintiff, )
)
W, )
| ) FILED

- MYLAN LABORATORIES, INC., ) : _

. CAMBREX CORP., PROFARMACO SR.L,, ) FEB = 1 72002
GYMA LABORATORIES OF AMERICA INC ) HANCY MAYER WHITTINGTON, CLERK
and SST CORPORATION, ) U.5. DISTRICT COURT

)
Defendants. )
ORDER

This action (the “Action”) having come before.tlﬁs Court for a hearing on
~ November 29, 2001, pursuant to the Order of this Court daled" -April 217, 2001 (the “Preliminary
_Approva.l Order’ "} to cou31der and determine the matters set. forth i the Prehmmary Approval
-0 01 der and due notice of the hearing havmg been. pubhshed and all persons havmg objections

'e'e-n prowded the opportunity to object to the proposed settlements in this Action set forth in the:

L (1) Settlement Agreement between the Plamt;ff States, the Federal Trade Comrmssmn (the
“FTC”) Mylan Laboratones Inc { ‘Mylan”) Gyma Laboratones of Amenca Iric. (“Gyma”)
| Prc:fa_trmaco Sl ( ‘Profannaco”), and Cambrex Corporation (“_Cambrex % and..(n) Settlement

Agreement"b.etween_the:PIaintiff States and SST CorpOrat.ioﬁ (_“SST”) (the “Settlements™); and



the Court having considercd the matters, including all papers filed in connection therewith and
oral presentations of counsel at the hearing; and the Court having granted ﬁnal approval of the
Settlements; and
The Court having granted the motion of the Intervenors by Order dated April 27,
20{)1.; and the Court having considered the Stipulation of Settlement énd Dismissal entered into
between the Intervenors, Mylan, Cambrex, Prqfénnaco and Gyma (the “Stiptlation’) in which
Mylan Pharmaceuticals, Inc. ag_reed to pay thé_sum-of up to $4 million. as attorneys fegs to.
| Indirect Purchaser Leaci Counsel (?s defined in 'the..Stipulation). on behalf of Indireét.Purchaser
Coansel (as defined in the Stip_ulaﬁon) in respect to performénce as more fully set forth n the
‘Stipulation; and the Court having ‘considere_d the matter, including all papérs filed in connection
therewith, and the oral presentations of counsel at the hearing, and goéd cause appearing
therefor,
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED THAT:
1. The Court has jurisdiction over the subject matter of this Action and o;fer,ai_ll of the
parties to the Stipulation. | |
2. The Intervenors are héreby directed to take the steps necessary to dismiss the cases,
which they filed as set forth in the Schedule annexed as Exhibit 1.
3 The Court finds that tlie Intervenors’ counsel arid other counsél' for the indirect purchﬁser
~ plaintiffs in the actions which are the subject to this Court s Order of March 9, 2000 (the
“Related Actlons”) have assisted in prosecutmg, inter- aha, the. State Purchaser Actions

and the pames to this Actlon having no ob]ec’aon, it is hercby ordered that, pursuant to

the Stipulation, Mylan Pharmaceutlcals, Inc. pay the sum of. $ t‘/ me / / "V"- to Inchrect ﬁ

Purchaser Lead Counsel (as defined in thc.Stipulation).on behalf of Indirect Pmchaser



Counsel {as defined in the Stipulation) as attorneys’ fees in the manner set forth in the
Stipulation; and

4. Without in any way affecting the finality of this Order, this Court hereby retains
jurisdiction over the parties to the Stipulation for the purpose of implementing and
enforcing the terms of the Stipulation, as well as all mai:—ters relaﬁﬁg to the terms of this

Order.

SO ORDERED this /"f{day ofW 2002

.Z,fm

Hon. Thomas F. Hogan ¢ __/
United States District Judge




EXHIBIT 1

Superiot Court of
San Fraricisco County

District of Columbia:
Superior Court

- Florida:

+ €trcuit Coutt of
Bmward_(‘ounty
Kansas::

DMnc‘t Couﬁ of
Sedgwmk County

_D:Mnct Couktof -
ch:mepm County

SCHEDULE OF ACTIONS

Jurisdiction : Title of Action
A]i_ab'ama': g Asheraft v. Mylan, Laboratones Inc et al., No. CV99 39 {the. .
Circuit Court of ‘ “Ashcraﬁ Actlon”) _ -
"Jefferson  County - _ : o . -
A]‘I zona:. ‘ '_McLaughlm w. Mylan Labcrratqrws Inc et al No. CV980863
Supenor Court of (the ‘McLaughhn Actlon”‘a S
Y.Napm_ County
CchJfOI‘Hla Mylan Generic Drug Antztmst Consumer Cases Judicial

Counsel Coordmanon Proceeding No. 4075 (the “California
Action’

Datlow v. Mylan. Laboratorzes Inc et al, No. 0000266—99 (ﬂ'le
“Datlow Action”);

Dearman v. Mylan Laboratgrieé,’ Inc., etal., No. 99-000123 (the

“Dearman Action”);

Millender v. Mylan Labomtones Inc., er al No. 00C1708 (the
“Millender Actlon”)

Brockney v. Mylan Laboraz‘ones Inc et al No 00-479 (the
“Brockney Act;lon 3 ‘ :

Dunkel V. Mylan Labomtorzes Inc eta[ No 98 001503-CZ
-~ (the “Dunkel Action’ $X -

) Petrztu Mylan Laboraiones Ink., et al No MC—OO-{}O?.SOI (the

“Pettit- Actlon”}



New Jersey:
Superior Court of
Bergen County

New York:
Supreme Court of

- New York County

North Carolina:
Superior Cowurt of
C‘u'teret County

: Te"lmcssee

Tnner: County

.Wi sconsit:
: Circuit' Court of
Dane County

Chancery { Court of -

Kiejj‘er v. Mylan Ldbomtories, Inc. et al,, No. BER-L-365-99EM
(the “Kiefier Action™);

Migden v. Mylan Laboratories, Inc., et al., No. 99-600120 (the

“Migden Action™);

Swam V. Mylan Laboratorzes Inc., etal., No 99CVS235 (the

. “Swain Action”);

. Wright v. Mylan-Laboratories, Inc etal.  No. 99037 (the
. “Wright Acttoll”)s and

Scenic Blujjfs C’ommunzzy Health Center v. Mylan Laboralories,
Inc., et al., No. 98CV3286(the “Scenic Bluffs Action™}.



